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REMARKS 

This communication is responsive to the Office Action dated February 1, 2008. 

Claims 124 to 134 are presented herein. Claims 1-123 are cancelled. 

Various of the now cancelled claims were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 first and 
second paragraphs. Various claims were also rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) and (b). 
All of the prior rejections are believed to be moot in view of the new claims. 

The new claims set forth, inter alia, a generally C-shaped clip with a muntin 
retainer extending therefrom. The muntin retainer is provided for mounting a muntin bar 
between spaced parallel glazing panes of an integrated sash. Figures 22A and 22B show 
an example of such a structure, where the clip 220 is generally C-shaped, the C-shape 
being formed by the upper resilient finger 222 and the lower resilient finger that is 
connected at one end thereof to the upper resilient finger. As seen in Figure 22A, the 
lower resilient finger extends generally perpendicularly from the upper resilient finger at 
the connection point, and then turns to become generally parallel with the upper resilient 
finger. It is this combination of the upper resilient finger and the generally perpendicular 
and generally parallel portions of the lower resilient finger that forms a generally C-shaped 
cross section. 

As also shown in Figure 22A, an end of the upper resilient finger at the open end of 
the C-shaped cross-section (the left side of the upper resilient finger 222 in Figure 22A) 
extends beyond the end of the lower resilient finger. As also clearly shown in Figure 22A, 
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an end of the upper resilient finger at the closed end of the C-shaped cross section extends 
beyond the end of the lower resilient finger that is connected to the upper resilient finger. 



The muntin retainer 3 projects from an upper surface of the upper resilient finger 
at a substantially 90° angle. 

Since the structure set forth in new claim 124 is fully disclosed in the Figures, it is 
respectfully submitted that no new matter has been entered. Moreover, the claimed 
structure is not believed to be disclosed or suggested by the prior art. Accordingly, the 
claims are believed to be in immediate condition for allowance. 

Further remarks regarding the asserted relationship between Applicants' claims and 
the prior art are not deemed necessary, in view of the new claims and the foregoing 
discussion. Applicants' silence as to any of the Examiner's comments regarding the prior 
art is not indicative of an acquiescence to the stated grounds of rejection. 

In view of the above, the Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider the 
present application, allow each of the claims, and to pass the application on to an early 
issue. If there are any remaining matters that need to be addressed, the Examiner is 
respectfully invited to telephone Applicant's undersigned attorney. 
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